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In the Matter »+f: > L
Amendment of Part 97 of the >
Commission's Rules Governing > RECE'VED
Amateur Radio Services > RM-7869
Regarding Repeater and Y
Auxiliary Operation in the > DEC 2 6 '”‘
1.25 Metaer Band >
Fadeial COMMUAICAUONS wAlliNEsIoN
Ottice af the Seciaasy
To: The Commission
PETITION AGAINST RULE MAKING : '
______________________________________________________________ ————

I, Alan Sanders, WB&6TPG, haereby respectfully submit my request
to the Federal Communications Commission to NOT take action on
this Petition For Rule Making, RM-7869, as submitted by the

American Radio League.

As an active Amateur Radio Operator on the 1.25 Meter Band, I
watched our band grow from a few Amateurs using Midland, Clegq,
and Tempo crystal bound radios, to the now extremely densge
population of repeaters and other user interests aoan the 1.29
Meter Band. Recently, you dimirnished our band by 40% due to the
recant proceeding, NPRM 87-14,

This new request by the American Radio Relay League, (ARRL), asks
asks us to take yet another cut into this Amateur spectrum that
is still attempting to relocate those who were displaced in NPRM

87-14. 1f you accept this petition for rule making, another 17






]

mountaintop. The United States Department of Agriculture assess
a vyearly fee for the privilege for using Forestry land to house
aur repeaters in private company buildings. These companies do
not out of the love of Amateuwr radio provide hilltop space in
their building free of charge. In fact, [ pay $100.00 a month for
the privilege to provide & service to the amateur community. My
repeater currently has a realistic user bhase of over 160 Amateur
Radio Operators. The Penefits of this ONME frequency , to put it
in your own words, "Best serves the public interest”. Multiply
thié by 16 other repeaters asked by the ARRL to go away is a
tragic loss to the commuﬁity as a whole who benefits fram Fublic
Safety communications provided by the FM community. Can the weak

signal people provide this? 0Of course naot!

Look at this in & different view. Say a small number aof homeless
people are living in a park adjacent to your home. Your laocal
city council decides that they should vacate the park, and have a
tome, s0 vyou are asked to vacate youwr home, to provide the
ho@eless few a place to stay. You certainly would not vacate
your homa for this reason. Therefore, it is preposterous to ask
those seventeen repeaters to aou uff the air, s someone Ccan

occasionally baunce signals off the mooan.

Your Report and Order on the matter of 87-14 informad us that the
ARRL Repeater Directary provides the best representation of the
Amateur fixed/mabile repeater operations as noted in section 32,
page 8 of the Report and Order, released September &, 1988,

Since the FCC feels the Repeater Directory indicates a&accurate
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am«teur loading, let mé also guote the ARFL Rapeater Directary,
which dis titled "EAND FLANS". It states, "The ARRL supports
regiunal frequency coordination efforts by anateur groups. éand
planse are recommendations based on a consensus as to gooud Amateur
aperating practice on a nationwide basis.

In some cases, however, local conditions may dictate a variation
from the natiaonal band plan. In these cases, the writtaen
determination of the REGIONAL FREQUENCY COORDINATING BODY shall
prevail and be cansidered good amateur operating practice in that
region. If the league be;ieves in this theory, then one must ask
Why!, are they issuing this petitione? [ believe no one memher of
the ARNRL. board of directors are active on the 1.25 Meter band and
should net ¢ ctate decisions the area  coordinating councils
should make. Als@, we are sti1ll licring our wounds from NFRM 87-
14, sa intervention again by the FCC in the 1.25 Meter band will
only cause extreme animosity against the FCC  and certainly
against the ARRL, which is already taking effect. FPLEARSE!., don't
intervene in affairs that are bust left to local area
coordination councils. Weak signal use of 130 Khz make good
cense outside major metropolitan areas, but not within them at
the incredible expense of displacing amateurs with repeaters
operating on the frequencies youw propose will be. partitioned to
weak signal interests if adopted. I trust you will closely
review requests from both side of this issue. Perhaps, it is best
to defer the matter back to the ARRL and request that local areaa
coordinatorses try to accommodate ALL displaced uses as best as

humanly possible. Those few who have elected to solicit the ARRL



to voice their concerns to you, have NEVER attempted to contact
the Southern California 220 Spectrum Management Association to
voice their concern. In fact, prior Gy the league filing this
nroposal , one member of the {requoncy bhanrda for the 220 Spectrum
Managemeint Association, contacted one or the league members in
support of this proposal , tﬁe coordination councile frequency
board ta discuss possible options. Their reply was, we will
settle for nothing lgss than 150 khe!  With thhe sttitude, it is
best to ;avi;; the league to work with usz, ¢ use the weak signal

barnd on two meters and six meters, where the propagation bebaves

much like the 1.295 Meter band.

For the above mentioned reasans, the writer respectfully asks the
Cammissiz, to abandon the propased allocation of 222.000 taQ
222,150 rMhz, to weak signal, and instead detfer tne matter back ‘}j e

the ARRL for resolution with the lacal area caordination council:

~— Fecpectfully Submitted,
Dacamber 12, 19921
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